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froisi measles, or 29 above the average. This last is the largest num-
ber of deaths from measles that has been reported in the Corporation
books for the past forty years. During March 788 cases of measles
were reported, of which 107 died; and since the commencement of
this month, or, from April 1st to 15th, 472 cases have been reported,
of which 70 have died. The disease is of a peculiarly severe type;
and an unusually large proportion of cases have occurred in adults.
There is no hospital accommodation here for measles ; and, probably,
the only effectual method of dealing with the epidemic would be to
close the schools.
The new Foundling Hospital has had its first annuai meeting. The

institution has been at work for nine months. Very wisely the pr6-
moters of the charity have commenced in a modest way in a house in
Upper Parliament Street, with accommodation for twenty infants only.
The hospital is conducted on the same principles as those that guide
the governors of the London Foundling Hospital, and it is coAfidently
expected that the movement will meet with general support.
Work in connection with the rebuilding of the Roysl Infirmary has

been commenced, and is being actively carried on. The Lock Hos-
pital, which is situated opposite University College, has been closed,
and is undergoing alterations with a view to the reception of medical
cases whilst the old Infirmary building is being demolished. Sheds
for surgical cases are also being erected, and the arrangements for
properly carrying on the work of the hospital during the alterations
will be very complete.
The new hospital for infectious diseases at the south end of the city

will be immediately commenced. Dr. Hope, the Assistant Medical
Officer of Health, and Professor of Hygiene in University College,
has been appointed Visiting-Physician to the City Small-pox Hos-
pital.

CORRESPONDENCEI
THE CONJOINT SCHEME FOR IRELAND.

Sip,-The JOURNAL of April 16th contains a reply to my letter of
April 2nd ; the signature is not that of the " Fellow ;" the hand may
be that of an Esau, but the voice is the voice of Jacob still. The
letter is a long one, but multitude of words will not always conceal
the weakness of a cause. In paragraph 2 the writer asks, Why are so
few of the Hill examiners-for it is with the vilified examiners we
have here to do-content with the mystic letters L.A. H. after their
name3 ? I ask, Why are so many medical men in England at this
moment anxious to place the letters M.D. after their names ? Did the
College, some few years since, induce a number of medical practi-
tioners to take out the College licence, under the promise that these
practitioners could add the mystic letters M.D. to their other qualifi-
cations ? If so, the College misinterpreted their own Act or charter;
and where was then their superior knowledge and boasted wisidom 2
In the same paragraph we see an opportune specimen of College' sta.
tistics. One of the examiners only is said to be a Licentiate of 'the
R. C. S. I., and two to be Members of the R. C. S. E. Turning to the
Register of the Medical Council for 1886, I find that four are Licenti.
ates of the R C. SI., one of these being also a Fellow ; and that three
are Members of the R. C.S.E. " Eleven of the fifteen directors hold
Scotch or Engli3h qualifications ; those given by the universities north
of the Tweed being special favourites." In a former letter general
practitioners were insulted, now Scotch and English qualifications are
sneered at. Paragraph 3 states that the first half of the examinations
for the licence of the Hall is not now recognised by the, College, and
that it was through an oversight in the,:wording of one of the regula-
tions that it had been formerly recognised. This may be clever logic.
It was recognised for years up to the middle or end of last February;
and possibly ceased then to be recognised, as I have been informed
on unquestionable authority, by a special resolution of the College.
" Equally erroneous is the extraordinary statement that apothecaries
were informed that they might become Licentiates of the College, and
continue to keep open shop for the sale of medicines." My answer is
that the statement was correct, and can be proved to be so.

In my former letter I stated that the number of Hall Licentiates
residing in Ireland is about three times larger than that set down in
the "statement." This is designated a "reckless assertion." A
member of the Hall, not long ago, carefully investigated this subject.
The result of his researches was that there were then about a thousand
Hall Licentiates resident in Ireland. I have shown that the College
statistics are " reckloss" and unreliable. The assertion that the legal
opitiion of so eminent a lawyer as Sir Joseph Napier "is ridiculous "
carries its own refutation. I did also state in my previous letter that
the arguments of the College to nullify the fotee of Irish and Imperial

Acts of Parliament, which recognise the medical status of the Irish
Apothecary are "simply absurd." The arguments are two: That
" prior to 1754, there were neither apothecaries nor surgeons properly
so-called in lreland." That "prior to 1851 the number of properly
qualified practitioners in Ireland was extremely few." The Act of
1791 was passed at the prayer of " the Master, Wardens, and Com-
monalty of the Corporation of Apothecaries, and other Apothecaries
of the City of Dablin." The implication is that these apothecaries
were general practitioners, and that they prayed for an Act which
would reduce them and their successors to pharmacists. The second
argument also implies that the Iri4h apothecary prior to 1851 was a
medical practitioner, only, not "'properly qualified." The intention
of the College is to prove that the apothecary is a pharmacist only ;
therefore the arguments are absurd for the purpose, and offensive to
apothecaries and other medical practitioners not Licentiates of the Col-
lege.
An Irish conjoint scheme, including the three corporations alone,

was agreed to in 1872-74, with " the full consent ot the College of
Physicians," but failed in consequence of monetary disagreements be-
tween the Colleaes. I have read the concluding portions of the reply.
Some have been answered in my previous letter; respect for the body
with which I am connected precludes any further notice. In closing
the correspondente on my part, I have to express my regret at having
been obliged to use the word " College" apparently in its collective
sense. I am, however, enabled to hope that the unprovoked animosity
and unfairness with which the Hall has been assailed have been the
work of a few over-zealous members of the College Council. The
matter is now in the hands of the General Medical Council ; aud when
the future position of the Hall is defined, its governing body will, I
trust, be enabled faithfully to discharge whatever oblig,ations may be
imposed on them.-I am, etc., M. D.

Dublin, April 18th, 1887.

PAYMENT OF TRAVELLING EXPENSES OF BRANCH
REPRESENTATIVES ON THE COUNCIL OF THE

ASSOCIATION.
SIR,-The proposal for the payment of the travelling expenses of

Branch representatives on the Council is far too important to be
considered in the light of "estimated cost," in which it is repre-
sented by Mr. Dix in the JOURNAL of April 16th.
On more than one occasion it has come before the Council of the

South-Eastern Branch, and met with a decided negative. A lea(ling
and hard-working member of the hierarchy of the Association re-
marked on one occasion that "the South-Eastern Branch is always
sound in its opinions; " and we owe this praise in no small measure
to the way in which our Branch representatives have performed their
duties. Always ready to spend and to be spent in our service, our
experience shows the question of payment to be entirely unnecessary.
Of the general question of paid representation, to which this measure,
if adopted, would lead, all history writes a condemnation. The French
and American Houses of Representatives, and the compact body of
Irish (whose social position classes them necessarily as paid
representatives), who make night hideous in our own House of
Commons warn us of the folly of committing ourselves to any step
which might lead to this.
As medical men generally we are considered unbusiness-like.

Surely it would be fulfilling our repute in this respect if we en-
dorsed a system of payment for that which we can get done by
better men without payment. The attendance of distant members
involves, in the case of successful and working member; of our pro-
fession, a far greater sacrifice than that of the travelling expenses.
It is eminently undesirable that our representation should fall into the
hands of others than those whose success, and with it the capabilities
of affording the outlay, has given proof of skill in managing their
own affairs, and presumptive proof that they will lbest manago ours.
In the event of local conditions rendering it necessary that a Branch
should be represented by a member unable to bear the travelling
expense, it were better for this to be borne by the Branch itself than
to make a general rule which, in the opinion of many, would degrade
the position of all our reVresentatives.

In every Branch there are some members able and willing to act
as representatives and cheerfully bear all the sacrifices of time and
money, involved in so doing. No statistics of attendance quite
fairly represent the capability of attendance, as, let the occasion
arise when the particular Branch, honoured by breach of attendance,
is warmly interested antd the man will come with it. If he has not
hitherto attended, it only shows how strong is the faith in the care
of other representatives to work for the common good and look after
the interests of the'abseat. As to the representatives, if they are of


